h — bb ‘in the frame of mSUGRA

my= 300 GeV, m, = 600 GeV
E;™ > 400 GeV ,
24jets, p">40GeV, ™ <45
>2wggedjers,  WFI<LTS .
circularity > 0.1 ’
No leptons treatment

w{ A5 435 o/ |72 S668
2 E e @& 5 e P -1387E-02
o 807 . & / P4 3190
® ;] +pileup Ps 97.30
§ 11.99
J 60
2 50

“-

”-

20 -

10 -

0

0

S 100
: 6 96 |
wn
- 807
8 5] +pileup Ps 1003
8 @010 P§ 13.59

Figure 1



™ a
®
0.04+
I J
0. 0.2
FIGURE 7 Aﬂ? B AC’D

Figure 2



Z Resolution (%)

15.0

—
L
tn

bt
b
=]

7.5

p o
(4] [

e
=)

Z' Resolution (%)

Z'" Resolution vs Conditions

FIGURE 11

Figure 3

o I I ] | i e
E_ % Low p, ’} % : % _E
IR N A
e High 2, 3
S =
R = E
E ] [ i | | { ] ]

a b [ d e f g

Z Resolution vs Conditions
i | ] ] | | [ | ’
1 ]
- High .
- i Py oy ]
[ g ¥ % i
- * * Low p, -]
R i -
g | | [ | | ] [

a b ¢ d e f g



: 1200 & .
3000 [ ISAJET portons I an kb =0.1 x 0.1
r 1000 |
800 -
: 800 |-
600 ¥
500
400 4Q0 2
0 0
025 05 075 1
cos®” cos@®’
i 140
120 ?ﬂT}Xfw:O-ZXO-Z 120 - An xAp = 0.25x0.25
1o 100 a
3 o |
50 | s0 |
a0 | s |-
20 | 20 |
0 0

0 0325 05 075

0 025 05 075 1
cos@’ cos®’

FIG. 7. Distributions of cos6° for W + jets background cvents, with no pileup. Theqﬁ:ﬁhuﬁmfmthemmpm
is compared with that found with three different calorimeter segmeniations.

Figure 4



EE+E2+EO

EH1 vs EE + E2 + EQ scaled to <EE+E2+EO>

T 1
o .
A D

e]- :

. 0@00 . Oo
o a

o] :
0 1 i i i ] i i
-0.02 0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.12 0.14

EH1

Figure 5



300 GeV pie-, H1 weight vs dE/<E>, 0,* = 1,3 layers

0.102

01

0.088

0.096

0.094- - -

dE/<E>

0.092

0.08

0.088

0.086 :
0.084 i i ] i : i I i
1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5 5
H1 weight

Figure 6 a



300 GeV pie-, H1 weight vs <E>/Ebeam - 1, 0,* = 1,3 layers
T 1 I ]

0.03 T

002 ‘

0Ot ieee

i
3
=]
o
=

<E>/Ebeam-
& Iy
[ o)
[45] N

Figure 6b



A00 GeV pe—-, H2 baam, anangy in SCAL+HEB va HO

1 I [l 1 i 1
160 200 250 300 s 400 450
Eg+WT1"E1+E2+\WTax"Ex (GaV)

Figure 7



6. MAGNETIC ANALYSIS
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Fig. 6.3: Typical flux line distribution.
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